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Response to Amendment 

The examiner acknowledges currently amended claims 1,11-12, 16 and 25-26. 
The examiner acknowledges amendments to the specification filed on 3/22/06 
wherein typographical errors are corrected. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -6, 8-1 6, 21 and 26 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection provided by new prior 
art of Obradovich. 

Applicant' s arguments filed on 3/22/06 have been fully considered and 
examiners response is provided as follows: 

Regarding applicant's argument (lines 10-18, page 12), Burgess discloses 
rolling-code type synchronization (col. 4, lines 49-64) schemes which establishes 
secure handshaking between communication devices. That is, the user keeps 
transmitting signals until the synchronization is established successfully. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such 
that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-6, 8-16, 21 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Obradovich et al. (6,009,355) in view of Brinkmeyer et 
al. (5,940,007)). 
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Regarding claims 1 , 11-12, 16 and 26, Obradovich teaches a vehicle- 
based programmable appliance control system (Figs. 1-2, control panel 205) 
comprising: 

a vehicle-based data communication bus and serial data (Fig. 1 , serial 
data associated with phone line 106a) communication bus running throughout 
at least a portion of a vehicle (Fig. 1 , buss 1 07); 

at least one user activation input (Fig. 10, locks via screen 209 ) 

connected by a first bus interface to the communication bus (Fig. 1 , input 
interfaces 1 04); 

a radio frequency transmitter remotely located from a plural user 
activation inputs and connected by a second bus interface to the 

communication bus (Fig. 1 , communication interface 106, col. 20, lines 43-65, 
remote disable vehicle) 

control logic connected by a third bus interface to the 

communication bus (Fig. 1 , control logic 105 to buss 107 via bus interface) 
But Obradovich is silent on 

upon being assertion the at least one user activation input provides an 
activation input signal to the communication line for receipt by the control 
logic; 

the control logic receives the activation input signal from the 
communication line, generates control signals corresponding to the activation 
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input signal, and provides the control signals to the communication bus for 
receipt by the transmitter; and 

the transmitter receives the control signals from the communication 
line, generates a radio frequency appliance activation signal in accordance with 
the control signals, and transmits the application signal for receipt by an 
appliance. 

However, Brinkmeyer teaches, in the art of remote control system, 
a radio frequency transmitter (Fig. 1 , col. 3, line 64+, key fob, 1) transmits 
control signal to the control logic associated with transceiver control (col. 4, 
lines 9-39, transceiver 4a), logic generates signals and transmits the gdo 
signals to the gdo receiver (fig. 1 , receiver 2a) for the purpose of providing 
portable remote control. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have included in Obradovich the features of 
Brinkmeyer just discussed above because such remote transmission prevents 
access to garage entry without unnecessarily accessing garage door from inside 
vehicle, thus increasing communication range. 

Regarding claims 2-3, 6 and 8, Obradovich teaches the at least one 
activation input comprises a plurality of switches, at least one graphical display 
control, at least one user indicator lamp and the user indicator generates an 
audible sound (Fig. 2, switches 205 on control panel, light 108i). 
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Regarding claims 4-5, Obradovich teaches one graphical display control, 
audible sound (fig. 1 , audible sound associated with radiol 06b, TV 1 06c). 

Regarding claims 9-1 0, 21 , Obradovich in view of Brinkmeyer teaches a 
memory (Obradovich -memory 1 1 5) holding a plurality (Brinkmeyer-Fig. 1 , col. 4, 
lines 40-52, a function 5 key for gdo 2 and house door 3) of activation 
schemes, each activation scheme providing characteristics for generating at 
least one appliance activation signal, and the control logic operative to receive 
data from the data port modifying the plurality of activation schemes 
(Brinkmeyer-Fig. 1 , col. 4, lines 40-52, a function 5 key for gdo 2 and house 
door 3). 

Regarding claims 1 3-1 5, Brinkmeyer teaches one programming input 

comprises a fixed code value (Fig. 4A, fixed code associated with a selected 

learn), a selection of one of a plurality of activation transmission schemes (Fig. 

4A, fixed code associated with a selected learn 1 -3), and the remotely 

controlled appliance is responsive to a fixed code activation signal. 

Claims 1 7-20 and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Obradovich in view of Brinkmeyer as applied to claim 1 6 
above, and further in view of Suman et aL (5,903,226). 

Regarding claims 1 7-1 9 and 22-23, Obradovich in view of Brinkmeyer 
teaches the vehicle-based remote garage door opener of claim 1 6 wherein the 
at least one user input device is a plurality of switches (Brinkmeyer-Fig. 1 , col. 
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4, lines 40-52, a function 5 key for gdo 2 and house door 3) each of which 
provides an activation input. 

But Suman is silent on a fixed code value from the at least one user input 
device and selection, and one user output device in communication with the 
vehicle-based bus, and the received changes to the memory. 

However, Suman disclose, in the art of coding system, a fixed code value 
from the at least one user input device and selection (Fig. 4A, code associated 
with learnl , 2 or 3), and one user output device (col. 1 5, lines 11-15, failure 
detection) in communication with the vehicle-based bus, and the received 
changes to the memory (resetting learnl , 2 or 3 to new transmitter) for the 
purpose of providing many control features. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have included in Obradovich in view of 
Brinkmeyer the features of Suman just discussed above because such many 
control features in the remote devices prevents without unnecessarily carrying 
many remotes, thus enhancing utility of remote control device. 

Regarding claim 20, Brinkmeyer the control logic receive the selection 
signal in response to at least one test activation signal sent by the transmitter 
(Fig. 4A, test signal associated with operation position after learn). 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Obradovich in view of Brinkmeyer as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Ahn et al. (KA 2002078726). 
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Regarding claim 7, Obradovich in view of Brinkmeyer is silent on the at 
least one activation input comprises a voice recognizer. 

However, Ahn teaches, in the art of remote control system, the at least 
one activation input comprises a voice recognizer (detailed description- 
controlling an operation of home appliances) for the purpose of providing voice 
command remote control. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person 
skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to include the at least one 
activation input comprises a voice recognizer in the device of Obradovich in view 
of Brinkmeyer because Obradovich in view of Brinkmeyer suggest the control logic 
operative to generate control signals for transmitting an appliance activation 
signal based on receiving transmission of a plural activation input signals and 
Ahn teaches the at least one activation input comprises a voice recognizer for 
the purpose of providing voice command remote control. 

Claims 24-25 are rejected under 35 ll.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Obradovich in view of Brinkmeyer and Burgess (6,031 ,465). 

All subject matters except the control logic in rolling code programming 
mode generating and transmitting a sequence of rolling code activation signals until 
user input indicates a successful rolling code transmission scheme in claims 24-25 are 
discussed above with regards to claim 26. Likewise, Burgess teaches, in the art of 
remote control system, the control logic in rolling code programming mode generating 
and transmitting a sequence of rolling code activation signals until user input indicates 
a successful rolling code transmission scheme (col. 4, lines 49-64, rolling-code type 
synchronization for maintaining proximity communication; col. 5, lines 12-20, 
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establishing and maintaining synchronization) for the purpose of providing proximity 
communication. 'Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled in the art 
at the time the invention was made to include the control logic in rolling code 
programming mode generating and transmitting a sequence of rolling code activation 
signals until user input indicates a successful rolling code transmission scheme in the 
device of Obradovich in view of Brinkmeyer because Obradovich in view of 
Brinkmeyer suggest the control logic operative to generate control signals for 
transmitting an appliance activation signal based on receiving transmission of a plural 
activation input signals and Burgess teaches the control logic in rolling code 
programming mode generating and transmitting a sequence of rolling code activation 
signals until user input indicates a successful rolling code transmission scheme for the 
purpose of providing proximity communication. Therefore rejection of the subject 
matters expressed in claims 24-25 are met by references and associated arguments 
applied to rejection of claim 26 and to rejection provided in the previous paragraph. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/630, 1 73 
Art Unit: 2635 



Page 9 



Conclusion 



Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL See 
MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Matsuichiro Shimizu whose telephone 
number is 571 -272-3066. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday 
through Friday from 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Wendy Garber, can be 
reached on 571 -272-7308. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-3068. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number 
is (703-305-8576). 
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